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Mr. William F. Caton
Actinq secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M street, N.W.
Washinqton, D.C. 20554

Re: PR Docket No. 93-61
Automatic V~onitoringSystems

Dear Mr. Caton:

On Tuesday, November 2, 1993, the attached letter was
presented to Chairaan Quello, Comai••ioner Barrett and Commissioner
Duqqan, and to Ralph A. Haller, Chief, Private Radio Bureau and
Thomas P. stanley, Chief Enqineer.

Two copies of this letter are beinq submitted to the Secretary
of the Commission pursuant to S 1.1206(a) (1) of the Commission's
Rules.

Please contact the undersiqned if you have any questions or
require additional information concerninq this matter.

Sincerely,

~ J" 10~
Henry M. Rivera

cc: Chairman Quello
Commissioner Barrett
Commissioner Duggan
Ralph A. Haller, Chief, Private Radio Bureau
Thomas P. Stanley, Chief Enq~neer

No. of ,Copiesrec'd~
List ABCDE
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Noveaber 2, 1993

The Honorable Ja••s H. OUello
Chairaan
Federal Co_unications co_ission
Roo. 802
1919 II st. NW
Washington, DC 20554

The Honorable Andrew C. Barrett
co_issioner
Federal Communications co_ission
Rooll 844
1919 M st. NW
Washington, DC 20554

The Honorable Ervin s. Duqqan
co_issioner
Federal Communication co..ission
Room 832
1919 M st. NW
Washington, DC 20554

Re: PR Docket No. 93-61
Autgmatic Yehicl. Konitorinq

Dear Chairaan OUello, Ca.aissioner Barrett and co_issioner Duqqan:

The und.rsiqned aanufacturers, users and trade associations
are vitally concerned with the future of low power, Part 15
equip..nt operating on an authorized but unlicensed basis in the
902-928 MHz frequency band. We wish to call your attention to the
above-referenced proceedinq which proposes to establish a new
service in this band, the Location Monitorinq service ("LMS"). It
is believed that this proposal, if adopted, will jeopardize the
very existence of the Part 15 industry as well as the millions of
users that benefit fre-, and use, Part 15 equipment. At this time,
we understand that the LMS proposal will be before you for a vote
in Deceaber or January.

The undersigned bave filed various Comments and Reply
Co...nts, and have visited with the Ce-aission staff concerninq
this proceeding. The purpose of this letter is not to rearque our
positions. Rather, it is to provide you with a very brief synopsis
of the record and the problems the undersiqned and the Commission
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will .uff.r if the propo.al. announced in the Notice of Propo.ed
Rule.aking are adopted.

Th. record in this proc.edil\CJ UJIleqUivocally deJlOn.trat•• that
Part 15 equi,-ent i. lik.ly to cau•• int.rf.rence to, anell.c.ive
interf.r.nc. frOll, the propo•• vide-bancl LNS .y.t.... The
under.igned are aware of no t.clmical way to eliainate this
int.rf.r.nc., and th. proponent. of the t.chnology have offered
non.. A. a r ••ult, if the Co.ai••ion'. proposals are adopted, LMS
lic.n.... r.c.iving interf.r.nce frOll Part 15 d.vice. would have
the right to petition the Ccmai••ion to require the Part 15
equipa.nt to ~a.e operations pursuant to sections 15.5(b) and (c)
of the Rules.

Adoption of LMS a. proposed in the Notice will cau.e
in.uraountable probl_. Por .XA1IP1., it will have a d.vastating
iapact on the hundr•• of .illions of dollar. alr.ady inve.t.d, and
to be inve.t.d, in r_earch and d.velopll8nt of Part 15 equipaent.
It will also cau.e the loss of many AlIerican jobs,V and will

11 Proponent. of LMS have argued that Part 15 intere.ts must
be ignored in this proceeding on the CJround that Part 15 operations
are secondary, anel, therefor., IlU8t accept any interference. While
Part 15 i. certainly ••condary to AXistipg lic.nsed services, it is
wrong to .ugge.t that the ccmai••ion .ay not consider the
consequences to .illions of Part 15 us.r. in creating a no
licensed service, like LNS, which greatly expanels existing AVM
interim rule.. To the contrary, we beli.ve the co..ission ha. a
statutory obligation to con.ider the public interest in .xisting
Part 15 operations in reaching any deci.ion about LMS.

LNS proponents also argue that Part 15 interests need not
be considered in this proceeding becau.e the Commission's Notice
does not propose to chanqe the rule. under which Part 15 operates.
This arqwaent, likewis., ov.r1ook. the fact that even uneler
.xisting rules, LMS proai.e. to have a major negative i.pact on
Part 15 operation.; anel, Part 15 u.ers have .very right to be heard
on this issue and. to have their po.ition considered in this
proceeding.

V Part 15 product. w.r. .xpr•••ly .ncouraged to be
d.veloped and u.. this band ••veral y.ars ago; yet, now the
co_is.ion see.. inclined to bring UIS .yst••s into the same band,
de.pite clear .vidence that int.rference will result (and the
earlier-authoriz.d u.e will be co.pell.d to give way).

V It i. believed that the specific technology propos.d to
iapleaent LNB i. being developed in for.ign countries, and that the
equip..nt developed to deploy LMS will be sourced fro. Asia. This
is in stark contra.t to the manUfacturing base in the u.s. that

(continued••• )
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deprive million. of u••r. froa -.ploying this highly de.irabl.,
robu.t, .fficient and .ff.ctive -..i nt. In addition, this
action could d.ny .illion. of citi the ben.fit. that Part 15
devices brincg to "'ical applicationa, protection of life and.
property, and the iapl_ntation of energy .ffici.ncy and
con••rvation progr..., a. well a. the advantag.s of n.w digital
COrdl~s phone. and oth.r Part 15 t.chnology op.rating in this
band. Pinally, adoption of the proposal will .naa.h the
ca.-i••ion in a ....iv. and i~.ibl. enforce..nt action a. the
FCC attempt. to resolve co~laint. S.aling with Part 15 device.
causing interference to LMS .y.t....

we hope that you find the pot.ntial iapact of moving forward
with PR Docket No. 93-61, as pr~ed in the Notice of Propo.ed
Ruleaaking, a. disturbing a. we do. w. ask that you take a hard

v (... continued)
supports a majority of Part 15 equi~nt and the U.S.-dev.loped
t.chnology -- .pr.ad apectrua -- which i. the ba.is of the aajority
of Part 15 application.. Placing U. S. t.chnology and manUfacturing
job. at ri.k, for the benefit of for.i9n t.chnology and job., aake.
little s.nse in any context, and certainly should not be part of a
reasoned FCC regulatory decision.

Y The Co.-i_ion has recently noted the iaportance of Part
15 d.vice.. see. ,.g., A:aendJlent of the ca.ai••ion's Rule. To
Establish New P.rsonal C~unication. S.rvices (SeCond R@port and
Order), FCC 93-451 at , 87 (oct. 22, 1993).

~ The ca.aission aust not li9htly take action that renders
the.e ...s-market product. usel••s, causinq .... confu.ion and
inconvenience to the people who rely on th.a. The co..i.sion's
recent experience with hearinq aid compatibility rules is
instructive in this regard. Th. coaaission adopted rule. that
required replac..ent of million. of busine.s telephone hand••ts to
.ake th.. hearing aid compatible. The co_ission apparently
adopted this rule without fully considering the impact on the
thousands of busin.ss users who.. hand.ets would have to be
replaced. Wh,n bu.ine.. users finally learned of the new
requlations, only month. before they were to take effect, the
coaai••ion wa. deluged with angry letter. and phone call.. It
became nece••ary for the co_i••ion to .u.pend the rule at the last
minute, pending a r.evaluation of the iJlPact on u. S. bu.in.s•.
Ace... to T.lecgeyniQAtions Eg,uiMMt and s.rvice. by the Hearing
tapaired and Other Disabled Perlonl, 8 FCC Red 4958 (1993). The
Comaission should not make a similar mistake here.

61 No party to this proc.eding agrees with the propo.al in
it. entirety. Moreover, the record reflect. a myriad of technical
deficiencies (beyond the mutual interference is.ue) for which

(continued... )

3



look at this proceedinq and that you 1.Ir98 the Private Radio Bureau
to reconsider the initial proposals in favor of ones which .ore
appropriately balance the neeeu of both the AVM and Part 15
co.-unities. Representatives of the UftCIersiqned will be schedulinq
appointaents to discuss this ..tter .ore fully with you and your
staff within the next few weeks.

RespectfUlly submitted,

~~@b-~ ~Rivera
Counsel for
IlETltlCOII, INC.

/11 steyen J. Winick
steven J. Winick
Vice President
ADEMCO

/1/ Jgbn A. Prendergast
John A. Prendergast
Counsel Por
ALARM INDUSTRY COMMUKlCATIONS COMMITTEE

lsi I4wreDQ4 J. JIoylhin
Lawrence J. Mavshin
Counsel Por
DOMESTIC AUTOMATION

'1/ Barbara H •. JlcLannan
Barbara N. McLennan
Staff Vice Prelident, Governaent and
Legal Affairs
Consu.er Blectronics Group
ELECTROHIC INDUSTRIES ASSOCIATION

tI ( ••. continued)
adequate solutions are not apparent. On the record currently
before it, the cc..ission should abandon its efforts to add
additional Part 90 users to the 902-928 MHz band and should
withdraw its proposal.
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1'1 RightEd G. Geiger
Richard G. Geiger
Vice Pre.ident
ITRON, INC.

1'1 Chri.tppMr B. vallani
Chri.topher B. Vallani, Esquire
Pre.id.nt
NAV GUARD, INC.

III steve SChear
steve SChear, Chaj.~n

PART 15 COALITIOw-'

1'1 Willi.. McGreevy
Willi.. McGreevy
Vice Pr_U.nt, Enqineerinq
RECOTON CORPORATION

1'1 Olin S. Gile.
Olin S. Gil_
Vice Pre.ident-Enqineering
SENSORIfATIC ELECTRONICS CORPORATION

1'1 J .... I, DaBello
J .... B. DeBello
Pre.ident
SOLICTD CORPORATION

YThe ..aber. of the Part 15 Coalition are: ADEMCO, Aaerican
Wirel••• , Aatech Logi.tic., Axxon/Life Point, California Wirel••• ,
California Microwav., Cincinnati Microwav., Cobra Electronicl,
CYLINK, DAC, Bn.can/ltron, Gaabatte, Granite ca-aunication., GRE
Aaerica, Inovonic., Inter1a8c, MetrioOJl, Nav Guard, Perloft, Proxia,
Radionic., Real-Tt.8 Data, .ecoton, ROLM, Salient Co..unication.,
Sen.oraatic, SpectraLink, Spread SpectrUJI Technologie., suaait
De.ign, Syabol T.chnologie., Tatunq T.lecoa, Tetherlel' Ace••• ,
Uniden Engineering service., utilicoa, Voyager Technologies,
Western Multiplex, Wise comaunication. and Xircom.
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III Henry Me liyera
Henry M. Rivera
Coun.el for
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON CO.

'I' Mitcball LAzarul
Kitchell Lazarus
CauDlel For
SYMBOL TECHNOLOGIES, INC.

'I' Bigbard 'eller
Richard Heller, Pre.ident
Wirele" Ca.aunication Systeas
TELXON CORPORATION

'I' Ira C. Hi,er
Wray C. HiMr
Aaaociate General Counsel
THOMPSON COHSUJfER ELECTRONICS, INC.

/./ JeffrU He Sheldon
Jeffrey L. Sheldon
General Countel
UTILITIES TELECOMMUJfICATIONS COUNCIL

cc: Thoaas P. Stanley, Chief Bnqineer
Office of Enqineerinq and Technology

Ralph A. Haller, Chief
Private Radio Bureau

Mr. Willia. F. Caton
Acting secretary
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